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- The MAIUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply writhin the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 October 2003 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/fe Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) f^S is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\Z\ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b){J Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1 and 3-5 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner 
required by 35 U.S.C, 112, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly 
and positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a 
manner as to present a complete operative device. The claim(s) must be in one 
sentence form only. Note the format of the claims in the patent(s) cited. 
Claim 1 recites a "rollout" stabilizing assembly; there is no antecedent basis for the term 
in the specification; neither is it clear as to what a "rollout" stabilizing assembly is. 
Claims 3-5 include text in parenthesis of a narrative nature and sometimes of a 
separate thought . This renders the claim language and interpretation indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a NA^ole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Papin (5775035) 

in view of Andrews (5315064) and Faller et al (5855443). 

Megahan discloses a support for overhead or poser lines. His construction lacks 

a breakaway support. Such supports used to protect the outside structure such as the 

pole is used in utility poles signs and similar devices. 
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Breakaway supports are also used for power and overhead lines as shown by 
Andrews. Faller discloses a method of securing the assembly to a platform structure 
such as member 50 of Faller and member 34 of Papin. 

Faller discloses a weak link 34/38/40 designed to release when subjected to 
unintended external forces that exceed design parameters. Faller also discloses a 
stabilizing assembly 18/24 limiting the effect on the week link of the moment produced 
by non-axial loads and protects the weak link from being abraded by the supporting 
structure. Faller discloses a weak link that is stranded, seen in element 34 and also 
corrosion resistant with a lower tensile strength than the other components of the 
breakaway support for overhead lines. See column 7, lines 27-33. Further a nipple 42 
on the stabilizing assembly prevents abrasion on the weak link by supporting structure 
and limits lateral movement of the assembly.. The depth and/or diameter of the 
stabilizing assembly will not impede the breakaway feature assembly. The stabilizing 
assembly provides a large enough footprint such that stress created in the weak link by 
transverse load, vehicle hitting do not cause premature failure of the weak link. 

Andrews shows that breakaway supports for overhead lines include a line 
interface attachment point that aids in attenuating the lateral movement of the overhead 
line. 

In view of the above it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify Papin to include a breakaway structure for the power lines connected to the 
pole as shown by Andrews and to include the breakaway structure having the above 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,851 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3635 

recited limitations as taught by Faller and Andrews in order to protect the pole and 
supporting structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chapman E Jeanette whose telephone number is 703- 
308-1310. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri, 8:30-6:00, every other 
fri. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Friedman Carl can be reached on 703-308-0839. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




